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the breadth and variety of perspectives that are associated with this topic. This is to be welcomed, as is the initiative of the editor in providing this forum for debate. The context of that debate is a journal that has a primary focus on issues of public/social policy. Many of the issues traversed in the article and the commentaries emerge from service delivery matters, ideological perspectives, morality, professionalism (and particularly professional authority and power), social attitudes, and research. Relating these to public policy is both daunting and excit- showing that the family derives its authority and status partly from an appeal to the natural basis of a biological relationship, is an important point. That fact that DI poses a threat to this will mean that resistance will be encountered as new forms of family-making occur. That resistance is also likely to be encountered if there is a continuing emphasis on the family as being nuclear and heterosexual.
Raboy and Haimes both argue that consideration needs to be given to families that consist of a single woman and children, and families where the partners are lesbian. That this issue confronts people with major problems is not in doubt. The article was designed to remind us that the struggle needs to continue, a point alluded to by Rowland?albeit out of frustration. The article asks if DI is a private matter or a public concern. This is the fundamental question. Discussion of "birth records," "pub- 
